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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the amendment filed 06/14/2004. 

2. Claims 2 and 7 were amended. 

3. Claims 1-16 are pending in this Office Action. 

4. The objections to Claims 2 and 7 are withdrawn. 

Claim Objections 

5. Claim 16 is objected to because of the following informalities: The contents of 
Claim 1 seem to have been accidentally inserted into the body of Claim 16. The 
examiner will ignore this accidental insertion in regards to the rejection presented. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

7. Claims 1-7 and 9-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over "BLUETOOTH - The universal radio interface for ad hoc, wireless connectivity" 
Erricsson Review No. 3, 1998, by Haartsen (Haartsen) in view of U.S. Patent 6,421,716 
by Eldridge et al. (Eldridge). 

8. With respect to Claim 1 , Haartsen teaches that Bluetooth technology provides for 
wireless communication for selective transmission of data among a group of mobile 
computing devices (Page 110, See Abstract), comprising: a) broadcasting a query to 
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determine a group of mobile computing devices within communications range (Page 
115, Section 'Establishing connection', specifically last paragraph). Haartsen further 
teaches the data can be transferred between two or more mobile computing devices 
(Page 114, first paragraph under 'Piconets', also see Page 112, Box C, third user 
scenario on left). While an interface is implied, Haartsen does not explicitly disclose an 
interface to present a list of the mobile computing devices in communications range 
such that one can be selected. Haartsen also does not explicitly disclose presenting a 
confirmation of the data transfer. Eldridge teaches presenting a user a list of computing 
devices within communications range on an interface (Col. 7 lines 12-23 and Col. 11 
lines 28-40) such that one can be selected by the user (Col. 7 lines 40-47). Eldridge 
further teaches a confirmation of a requested action can be presented to the user (Col. 
1 2 lines 25-27). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to take the method disclosed by Haartsen and modify it as 
indicated by Eldridge such that the method further comprises presenting a list of mobile 
computing devices determined in step a) to a user on an interface; b) selecting at least 
one of the mobile computing devices from the list from step b) for a data transfer, the 
selecting performed by a user; d) performing the data transfer to the at least one mobile 
computing device from step c); and e) presenting a confirmation of the data transfer to 
the user. One would be motivated to have this interface as it allows for faster and 
easier access to devices that are within communications range (Col. 2 lines 25-29). 



Application/Control Number: 09/727,982 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2155 

9. With respect to Claim 2, Haartsen in view of Eldridge teaches all the limitations of 
Claim 1 and further teaches at least one of the mobile computing devices is a PID 
(personal information device) (Page 110, 2 nd paragraph of abstract). 

10. With respect to Claim 3, Haartsen in view of Eldridge teaches all the limitations of 
Claim 1 and further teaches at least one of mobile computing device is a cellular phone 
(Page 110, 2 nd paragraph of abstract). 

1 1 . With respect to Claim 4, Haartsen in view of Eldridge teaches all the limitations of 
Claim 1 and further teaches broadcasing the query and the data transfer are performed 
using an RF communications link (Page 110, 1 st paragraph of abstract, also see Page 
112, "The Bluetooth air interface"). 

12. With respect to Claim 5, Haartsen in view of Eldridge teaches all the limitations of 
Claim 4 and further teaches the RF communications link is compatible with a version of 
the Bluetooth specification (Page 112, "The Bluetooth air interface"). 

1 3. With respect to Claim 6, Haartsen in view of Eldridge teaches all the limitations of 
Claim 1 and further teaches selecting a plurality of the mobile computing devices from 
the list (Col. 7 lines 12-23 and Col. 1 1 lines 28-40) from step b) for the data transfer; 
and performing the data transfer to the plurality of mobile computing devices (Page 1 14, 
2 nd paragraph starting with "ACL links support symmetrical..."). 

14. With respect to Claim 7, Haartsen in view of Eldridge teaches all the limitations of 
Claim 6 and further teaches the step of presenting a confirmation of the data transfer to 
the plurality of mobile computing devices of the user (Col. 12 lines 25-27). 
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15. With respect to Claim 9, Haartsen teaches a wireless communication system for 
selective transmission of data among a group of mobile computing devices (Page 110, 
See Abstract) comprising: a first mobile computing device configured to broadcast a 
query to determine a group of mobile computing devices within communications range 
(Page 114, 1 st Paragraph under 'Piconets' and Page 115, Section 'Establishing 
connection', specifically last paragraph); and a display built into the first mobile 
computing device configured to present a GUI to the user (Page 110, 2 nd Paragraph of 
Abstract). While a GUI to manage the transmission of data is implied by Haartsen, 
Haartsen does not explicitly disclose a GUI configure to present a list of the mobile 
computing devices in communications range such that one can be selected. Haartsen 
also does not explicitly disclose presenting a confirmation of the data transfer. Eldridge 
teaches presenting a user a list of computing devices within communications range on 
an interface (Col. 7 lines 12-23 and Col. 11 lines 28-40) such that one can be selected 
by the user (Col. 7 lines 40-47). Eldridge further teaches a confirmation of a requested 
action can be presented to the user (Col. 12 lines 25-27). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to take the method 
disclosed by Haartsen and modify it as indicated by Eldridge such that the method 
further comprises the GUI configured to present a list of mobile computing device within 
communications range, the GUI further configured for selecting at least one of the 
mobile computing devices from the list for a data transfer and configured for present 
confirmation of the data transfer indicating a status of the data transfer. One would be 
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motivated to have this interface as it allows for faster and easier access to devices that 
are within communications range (Col. 2 lines 25-29). 

16. With respect to Claim 10, Haartsen in view of Eldridge teaches all the limitations 
of Claim 9 and further teaches at least one of mobile computing device is a PID 
(personal information device) (Page 110, 2 nd paragraph of abstract). 

17. With respect to Claim 1 1 , Haartsen in view of Eldridge teaches all the limitations 
of Claim 9 and further teaches at least one of mobile computing device is a cellular 
phone (Page 110, 2 nd paragraph of abstract). 

18. With respect to Claim 12, Haartsen in view of Eldridge teaches all the limitations 
of Claim 9 and further teaches broadcasing the query and the data transfer are 
performed using an RF communications link (Page 110, 1 st paragraph of abstract, also 
see Page 112, "The Bluetooth air interface"). 

19. With respect to Claim 13, Haartsen in view of Eldridge teaches all the limitations 
of Claim 12 and further teaches the RF communications link is compatible with a 
version of the Bluetooth specification (Page 112, "The Bluetooth air interface"). 

20. With respect to Claim 14, Haartsen in view of Eldridge teaches all the limitations 
of Claim 9 and further teaches the first mobile computing device is configured to select 
a plurality of the mobile computing devices from the list (Col. 7 lines 12-23 and Col. 11 
lines 28-40) for the data transfer and perform the data transfer to the plurality of mobile 
computing devices (Page 114, 2 nd paragraph starting with "ACL links support 
symmetrical..."). 
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21 . With respect to Claim 1 5, Haartsen in view of Eldridge teaches all the limitations 
of Claim 14 and further teaches the first mobile computing device is configured to 
present a confirmation of the data transfer to the plurality of mobile computing devices 
(Col. 12 lines 25-27). 

22. Claims 8 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Haartsen in view of Eldridge as applied to claims 1 and 9 above, and further in view of 
U.S. Patent 6,128,661 by Flanagin et al. (Flanagin). 

23. With respect to Claim 8, Haartsen in view of Eldridge teaches all the limitations of 
Claim 1 but does not explicitly disclose a menu for enabling either wireless IR or 
wireless RF communications link for performing the data transfer. Flanagin teaches a 
menu for selecting the type of communications link to be used for a data transfer (Col. 9 
lines 29-50 and see Fig. 8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to take the method disclosed by Haartsen in view of 
Eldridge and modify it as indicated by Flanagin such that the method further comprises 
the steps of: presenting a menu to allow a selection for enabling a wireless RF 
communications fink for performing the data transfer or enabling a wireless IR 
communications link for performing the data transfer; and performing the data transfer 
using the RF communications link or the IR communications link in accordance with the 
selection. One would be motivated to have this as there is need for the user to be able 
to choose the communications link to interact with another computing device (Col. 2 
lines 5-18). 
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24. With respect to Claim 16, Haartsen in view of Eldridge teaches all the limitations 
of Claim 9 but does not explicitly disclose a menu for enabling either wireless IR or 
wireless RF communications link for performing the data transfer. Flanagin teaches a 
menu for selecting the type of communications link to be used for a data transfer (Col. 9 
lines 29-50 and see Fig. 8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to take the method disclosed by Haartsen in view of 
Eldridge and modify it as indicated by Flanagin such that the first mobile computing 
device is configured to present a menu tp allow a selection for enabling a wireless RF 
communications link for performing the data transfer or enabling a wireless IR 
communications link for performing the data transfer; and performing the data transfer 
using the RF communications link or the IR communications link in accordance with the 
selection. One would be motivated to have this as there is need for the user to be able 
to choose the communications link to interact with another computing device (Col. 2 
lines 5-18). 

Response to Arguments 

25. Applicants.' arguments filed 06/14/2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

26. Applicants argue - "...Eldridge discloses an interface that is for specific document 
transfers wherein the mobile devices have been previously identified, hierarchically 
prioritized and programmed for the specific purpose of transmitting documentation that 
is available on a wire-based network. This clearly teaches away from the present 
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invention in which any of a variety of mobile computing devices, existing within 
communications range, are queried ad hoc at the time a data transfer is desired. The 
devices are then identified and a list is compiled and made available to an interface via 
which a user then can select a desired device for performing a data transfer. Thus, 
Applicant respectfully asserts that these references fail to teach or suggest 
embodiments recited in Claims 1 and 9. " 

a. Applicants state that Eldridge teaches away since the devices within 
communication range are queried ad hoc. However, the claim language does 
not define the query to determine the group of devices within communications 
range as occurring ad hoc. Applicants also do not specifically cite in Eldridge 
what they consider as teaching away by Eldridge. 

Furthermore, In re Keller, Terry, and Davies, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981) 
states "Test of obviousness is not whether features of a secondary reference 
may be bodily incorporated into primary reference's structure, nor whether 
claimed invention is expressly suggested in any one or all of references; rather, 
test is what combined teachings of references would have suggested to those of 
ordinary skill in the art." As part of the rejection of Claim 1 , Haartsen teaches the 
"broadcasting a query to determine a group of mobile computing devices within 
communications range" on Page 1 15 in the last paragraph of the Section 
'Establishing connection'. This paragraph states that after the devices within 
communications range are identified, the device that made the query "can select 
a specific unit to page". This would be done, for example, to establish a 
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connection such that one could perform a data transfer as suggested in Box C on 
page 112 (3 rd scenario in the left column). Obviously, an interface of some kind 
would have to exist to present the identified devices such that a specific one can 
be selected. Since Haartsen does not explicitly disclose the presentation of a list 
on the interface, Haartsen is combined with the teachings of Eldridge. Eldridge 
teaches presenting to a user on an interface, a list of computing devices within 
communications range on an interface with the user further being able to select 
from the list (Col. 7 lines 12-23 and lines 40-47 and Col. 1 1 lines 28-40). 
Eldridge also teaches the presentation of a confirmation (Col. 12 lines 25-27). As 
such, the examiner asserts the combined teachings of Haartsen and Eldridge 
would suggest the embodiments recited in Claims 1 and 9 of Applicants' 
invention and that Eldridge provides sufficient motivation for the combination. 

Conclusion 

27. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

28. U.S. Patent 6,553,236 by Dunko et al. "On Demand location function for mobile 
terminal" April 22, 2003. Discloses listing on a mobile device interface of other online 
mobile devices associated with an affinity group. Communications can implemented 
through Bluetooth technology. 
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29. Bennett et al. "Piconet: Embedded Mobile Network" IEEE Personal 
Communications, October 1997, pp. 8-15. Discloses an architecture for an ad hoc 
network. 

30. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David Lazaro whose telephone number is 703-305- 
4868. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on 703-308-6662. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




David Lazaro 
August 18, 2004 
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